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Commissioner of Police 



Authorization by the De 



Special Branch, Calcutta, for search under rule 126(4) of tht 
Defence of India Buies, 1939* 

Bu virtue of powers confered upon me by Government 
of Bengal, Notification No.4434 Defeated the 11th May, 1944, 
empowering to exercise within the t«wn of Calcutta's 
defined in the Calcutta Police Act, 1866, together with the 
suburbs of Calcutta as defined by notification under 
section 1 of the Calcutta Suburban Police Act, 1866, the 
powers conferred upon the Provincial Government by sub-rule 
(1) of Rule 126 of the Defence of India Rules, made under 
Section 2 of the Defence of India Act, 1939* 





I do hereby, under sub-rule (4| of Rule 126 of the 
said Rules, authorise In s p aa t o a ygSub-Inspector. .............. 

. .£ /K . | 

of the Special Branch, Calcutta,?olice, to search 

. . • W%V. m'VirS^iZ • » 




situated within the said area, as I have reason to believe 
that the said place has been, is being, or is about to oe. 
used for the purposes prejudicial to the efficient prosecution 
of war, to the Defence of British India or to the public 



safety. or interest and to seize anything which he has reason 
to believe has been, is being or is about to be used for 
any purpose prejudicial to the efficient prosecution of war, 
to the Defence of British India or to the public safety or 
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Dated. .1945. 
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searched and 

the following 4|§lole8 were seised, 
for this purpose. 

( 2 ) One copy of thT ^ 0 

tive Pro gramme “ /by airen *** section of the 

was printed at the 

Modem Press, Mysore. 

( 3 ) One copy 

printed at the Modem frees, 

Mysore. 

(5) (toe 

sss^tes§«^s%xr*~ 

II $8$. ^ route 

from 1 Esplanade to Michael Datta Street etc. 

( 6 ) One card obtaining ^he .^n/o^oW^Lal'ai^with 
Avenue Bo ad, Santa Ciuz, Bombay o/o 

some printed Hindi. 

The articles seized are under scrutiny. 

atul mm BASEJ who was evading a^stfor a 
long tj^, has b?en arrested V* 129 D.I. Biles. 

(Note the action was tahen at the instance of I.B.). 
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Ref:- Joint report dated 17.6.45 ol 8*B* and I*B# 
officers regarding Ajit Ray © JAadan pf A » | 

Michael Datta Streep — - — ~ 

The undersigned requests that Ajit Ray may 
examined in order to ascertain how, when and where he 
came in touch with Atul Kri'shna Basu. 
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FOR AN ANTI-IMPERIALIST LEFT FRONT. 

An Appeal To The Left Forces In The Country. 

I ! 

The Coming Surrender- Settlement And The 
Crisis In Congress » 

The present political situation in India is characterised 
by a pronounced swing of the Congress deeply to the 
liight in the setting of a worsening economic situation 
which must swing the masses ever more sharply leftward. 
Congress has taken so many steps on the road to a 
surrender-settlement with British Imperialism that none 
can doubt the direction in which it is moving. Congress 
is on the eve of a far-reaching settlement with British 
Imperialism *( and the Muslim League withal ) over the 
heads and at the expense of the masses. Moving from 
non -cooperation with British Imperialism and its war 
effort, towards co-operation with both, Congress has moved 
from covert thwarting of the mass movement to its open 
betrayal. Therewith it has induced palpable strains and 
stresses within its own organisation. 

Congress is the political party of the Indian bourgeoisie 
this should be clear to the blindest today when the 
Congress Eight Wing goes forward roughshod to tighten 
its organisational, political and idolog-ical control over 
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Congress. However, Congress is also a heterogeneous mass 
organisation. It therefore reflects within itself with more 
or less directness not only the differences among rival 
competing bourgeois groupings but also, distortedly, the 
contradiction between the fundamental social classes of 
India. Congress is not 'an arena of the class struggle, 
i. e ,, a national platform. But inasmuch as it is a mass 
organisation, it is a medium through which the class 
struggle is refracted. Hence, the strains and stresses 
induced within it by various political moves often have a 
more deep-going character than in the classic type of 
political party. They tend to constitute less the reflection 
of disagreements between various grouping within the 
same class as to the correctness of the given policy in the 
light of their common class interests, and more the refrac- 
tion of the contradictions between various classes strugg- 
ling for the furtherance of fundamentally opposed interests. 
This is the significance also of the present opposition 
within Congress to a surrender-settlement with British 
Imperialism on the basis of co-operation in the war effort 
and office-acceptance. It is a refraction of the resistance of 
the revolutionary classes in the country ( especially the 
peasantry ) to the sabotage of the anti-imperialist stiuggle. 

The opposition of the Congress Left to the Congress 
Right on the issue of a surrender-settlement is no doubt 
conducted from the fundamentally false point of view that 
Congress is the united front of the nation in the struggle 





is the effective medium of bourgeois control of the 
Congress). On the other hand they have realised the 
need for Congress to gain organisational, political and 
ideological control of the trade unions and kisan organi- 
sations. That is to say, the bourgeoisie are out today to 
ensure not only that their political instrument, the 
Congress, will be completely controlled by their accredited 
representatives viz., the Congress Right Wing, but also 
that their accredited organisation, the Congress, will 
effectively control the mass movement. For Congress is 
the political instrument of the bourgeoisie for controlling 
the mass movement. 

The bourgeoisie advances towards this twofold objective 
under the slogan : One Party, One Programme, One 
Leader. This slogan has the twofold import that Congress 
will not any longer tol orate within its ranks any orgarnised 
groupings with a rival ideology (e.g., the CSP and the 
Forward Bloc) and declares war on every mass organi- 
sation that does not owe it allegiance. Taken in the 
setting of the swing of Congress towards a surrender- 
settlement, however, the slogan gains an additional and 
potentially counter-revolutionary import. The settlement 
that Congress contemplates with imperialism will make 
it, not merely the facade behind which imperialism will 
operate, but the direct instrument of imperialist repression 
of the masses. Congress is to take office on the basis of 
working the constitution and supporting the war effort. 
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That is to say, Congress will become the police agent of 
the British Raj and the recruiting sergeant of its imperia- 
list war. By necessary implication it must therefore 
drive against the revolutionary mass movement against 
imperialism and the imperialist war. (This indeed is the 
very consideration for the bourgeoisie’s new contract of 
partnership with British Imperialism.) Accordingly, the 
drive of Congress to obtain control of the independent class 
organisations of the proletariat and peasantry takes on 
the significance of a move not against those who opposed 
the August movement but against the revolutionary mass 
movement itself for hamstringing it. 

IY 

Hands off the Trade Unions and Kisan Sabhas 

The move of the bourgeoisie to gain a grip on the kisan 
organisations through Congress has been carried far 
forward already by the launching of the Kisan Congress, 
not merely in rivalry to the Stalinist dominated Kisan 
Sabha but as an organisation within the orbit and as an 
appendage of Congress. In the case of the working class, 
whose mass organisations, the trade unions, have taken 
deep root, the move has taken a more indirect form. On 
the one hand, a widespread tendency is manifesting itself 
towards tjte formation of disguised Company Unions (more 





[ 11 ] 

The peril to the interests of the anti-imperial’ ' struggle 
of bourgeois control of the class organisations of the prole- 
tariat and peasantry is thus manifest. Such control would 
signify the subordination of the revolutionary anti- 
imperialist struggle of the proletariat and peasantry to 
the oppositional struggle of the bourgeoisie against their 
imperialist partners. It would signify even worse— as 
becomes manifest when two further considerations are 
brought to bear on the matter. The first is an obvious 
fact, viz., that the native bourgeoisie are as direct exploiters 
of the proletariat as the imperialists. They are class foes. 
The second is the fact of the tie-up between the bourgeoisie 
and feudalists through mortgages, etc. This makes of 
the bourgeoisie, not the ally of the peasantry in their 
struggle against feudal survivals, but their foe. To hand 
over the control of the class organisations of the proletariat 
and peasantry to the bourgeoisie is therefore to hand 
them over, bound hand and foot, to their class enemy. It 
is class capitulation ; not class struggle. 

Let no Left Congressman be deceived in this matter 
by the Masanis, Meherallvs, Ran gas, and their ilk. These 
self-acclaimed “ leaders ” of the Congress Left have capi- 
tualated in advance to the Right Wing and have become 
its veritable hirelings in giving a “ left ” cover to its 
reactionary policy. , Their argument that the class organi- 
sations of the proletariat and peasantry need to bo brought 
under Congress control in order to advance the struggle 
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againt imperialism is outrageously false, as their attempt 
to cover their retreat to the bourgeois camp with a smoke- 
screen of attack on “Communism" is outrightly treacherous. 
For, the move of the Congress to gain control of the class 
organisations of the proletariat and peasantry is, as we 
have seen, but, the form of the effort of the bourgeoisie to 
hamstring them. And the attack of the bourgeoisie and 
their hirelings on the degenerate and treacherous Commu- 
nist Party of India (ie., the Stalinist, renegades from 
Marxism) is, as we shall see, but the form of their re- 
actionary attack on revolutionary Communism itself, ie., 
the revolutionary theory and practice of the anti -capitalist 
class struggle, Moreover, it is on these very class 
organisations and class forces (ue., the proletariat and 
peasants and their independent class organisations) that 
the Congress Left Wing itself will have to rely in the 
main in its struggle against the Congress Right. To 
abandon them to Right Wing control from the beginning, 
which is what Congress control of these organisations would 
mean, would be to abandon the struggle itself against the 
Right Wing in advance. 

The task of defending the trade unions and kisan 
movements cannot certainly be left to their present capi- 
tulationist, bureaucratic leadership. This leadership has, 
in the first place, split sharply within itself in the face of 
the bourgeois offensive, especially on the kisan front. 
Secondly, even where, as in the trade union field, no open 
# 
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or less on the model of the Ahmedabad Textile Labour 
Association) whether as a means to preventing independent 
unionisation or in rivalry to independent unions. On the 
other hand, there has been formed the Hindustan Mazdoor 
Sevak Sangh, controlled by irremovable Congress tops, 
which seeks to penetrate the working class by the twofold 
method of bringing together “ labour workers * on a re- 
actionary basis and of drawing in “ Associate Unions ”, 
which accept the HMSS’s reactionary principles (adherence 
to non-violence, acceptance of arbitration, etc., etc.). 

There can be no doubt that this move of the Congress 
is a direct threat to the independent class organisations 
of the proletariat and peasantry. The question, it must be 
stressed, is not one of “Unity’* as the Stalinists allege ; 
it is a question of the independence* of the class organisa- 
tions of the workers and peasants. That is the issue 
which has to be fought, regardless of whether it is posed 
in the form of rival organisations or in the form of rival 
policies within “united” organisations. The issue is 
not unity of peasant or worker organisations but their 
class independence of the bourgeoisie. That is to say, fhe 
issue is not. merely an organisational issue ; it is a funda- 
mental political issue, a form of expression of the class 
struggle. 

The need for defending the independence (from bour- 
geois control) of the class organisations of the proletariat 
and peasantry arises from no more tactital considerations 
2 
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but from the abiding interests of the anti-imperialist 
struggle itself. The proletariat and the peasantry consti- 
tute the two main revolutionary forces in India. The 
peasantry in their struggle to free themselves of the semi- 
feudal fetters that shackle them, and the proletariat in 
their struggle for socialism, both run up directly against 
the imperialist state power, which they must overthrow 
on the road to their social emancipation. The carrying 
forward of the anti-imperialist struggle is therefore to 
them a matter of life and death. It is far otherwise with 
the bourgeoisie. Partners with foreign imperialism in 
the capitalist exploitation of thp country, they have in this 
respect an interest in common with imperialism against 
the proletariat and peasantry. This community of im- 
perialist-bourgeois interest is more deep-going and funda- 
mental than the contradiction of interests between the 
bourgeoisie and the imperialists arising from their mutual 
competition for the exclusive control of the home market 
(i.e., the exploitation of the Indian toilers). The contra- 
diction between the imperialist-bourgeois exploiters and 
revolutionary toilers is a contradiction between different 
and hostile classes and leads to the counter-revolutionary 
role of the bourgeoisie in the revolution. The contradiction 
between the bourgeoisie and the imperialists is a contia- 
diction within the same class (the capitalist class) which 
can lead at best only to an oppositional role. And that is the 
role of the Indian bourgeoisie in relation to imperialism. 

#► 
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Stalinism and Royism derives from the contradiction 
between the interests of the respective patrons they seek 
to serve in India. Stalinism, the expression of the social 
interests of the Soviet bureaucracy, seeks to enter the 
service of the native bourgeoisie as tbeir cooly in the 
working class. Royism, the endeavour to provide British 
Imperialism with a mass base in India, is hostile to the 
native bourgeoisie. The features common to Stalinism 
and Royism derive similarly from the identity of interest 
of their respective patrons as against the masses. The 
Soviet bureaucracy is in alliance with British Imperia- 
lism ; the Indian bourgeoisie are the junior partners of 
British Imperialism & Co. The Stalinists therefore serve 
British Imperialism ; only, unlike the Rovists, they seek 
to harmonise the interests of the bourgeoisie and the 
imperialists through the device of a “National Government” 
within the framework of imperialism which will, on the 
one hand, give political expression to the economic partner- 
ship of the bourgeoisie and imperialists for the exploitation 
of the masses, and, on the other hand, confine the interplay 
of their rivalry politically to the field of constitutional 
politics. Thus Stalinism and Royism are at one in their 
hostility to the mass movement and mass struggle, and in 
their support of imperialism and the imperialist war. 
They are also at one iu their support of the Soviet bureau- 
cracy — with this difference, however, that while the 
Stalinists come to their support of imperialism from their 
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support of the Soviet bureaucracy, the Eoyists come to 
their support of the Soviet bureaucracy from their support 
of the imperialists. Since, moreover, their basic difference 
derives from the contradiction in the interests of the native 
bourgeoisie and the imperialists, i.e., of different sections 
of the capitalist class, they are also at one in that their 
revisionism tends also to liquidationism. Marxism with 
both is only a cloak for bourgeois apologetics. 

The struggle against Stalinism and Eoyism is a 
struggle for the restoration of Marxism. There is, how- 
ever, another variant of petty bourgeois revisionism in 
India which bases itself entirely on the patronage of the 
native bourgeoisie and therefore seeks a reconstruction 
of Marxism through the injection into it of a re-interpreted 
Gandhism. This is the school of thought associated with 
the name of M. E. Masani, and may be defined as the 
ideology of that section of the petty bourgeoisie which is 
more directly linked, through employment, trade, etc., 
with the native capital than with imperialism. It seeks 
to rationalise its self-adaptation to the Indian bourgeoisie 
and to cover its retreat from Marxism by purporting to 
see in the Gandhian method of non-voilence, class- 
collaboration and moral reform the sole effective mechanics 
of social change on the way to the Marxist ideal of a 
classless and non-exploitive society. Its revision of Marxism 
is therefore more open, its abandonment of the Marxist 
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YII 

The Defence of Marxism 

The struggle against Gandhism for the continuation of 
the struggle against imperialism and the imperialist war 
is only part of a struggle on a wider front which urgently 
faces proletarian revolutionaries in India today. This is 
the struggle in defence of Marxism against revisionism 
and counter-revolution. 

With the outbreak of the Second Imperialist World 
War and the involvement therein of the Soviet Union, 
revisionism has been on the rampage in India. On the 
one hand, Stalinism, i.c., the revision of Marxism in the 
interests of the Soviet bureacracy, has gained a new lease 
of strength, at first from the instinctive sympathy of the 
world’s oppressed for the Soviet Union in distress, and 
later from the prestige accruing to the Soviet bureaucracy 
from the Red Army’s smashing victories against German 
Fascism. On the other hand, Royism, t.e., pseudo- 
Marxism in the service of British Imperialism, has gained 
a certain popularity among that section of the petty bour- 
geoisie which has benefited from war-time employment 
and competes for continued imperialist patronage. These 
two main currents of Marxist revisionism in India have 
featr '•es which distinguish them from each other as well 
as features in common. The basic distinction between 
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VI 

For an Anti- Imperialist Left Front 

The struggle against imperialism therefore demands 
today a struggle by the anti-imperialist Left on the follow- 
ing program : — 

Against the Gandhian constructive program : for 
revolutionary mass struggle. 

Against the attempt to bring trade unions and Kisan 
Sabhas under bourgeois control or domination : for organi- 
\ sation of the workers and peasants on an independent 
class basis. 

Immediate release of all political prisoners. 

Immediate repeal of all repressive legislation. 

No compromise with Imperialism. 

Opposition to the Imperialist war. 

Around this program the anti-imperialist Left in 
India can and must unite. The BLPf therefore calls upon 
all organisations of the Left, he they within Congress or 
outside, to unite around this program in a common front — 
the ANTI-IMPERIALIST LEFT FRONT -against the 
developing imperialist-bourgeois offensive, for the continua- 
tion of the revolutionary struggle against imperialism and 
the imperialist war. ^ 

* 3 
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against imperialism and therefore an organisation captur- 
able for employment to their own ends by class forces 
hostile to the bourgeoisie. Nevertheless, as opposition by 
the Congress Left to a surrender-settlement, is, in the 
present, circumstances, opposition by them to betrayal of the 
mass movement by Congress itself, and therefore consti- 
tutes a defence of the mass movement, their opposition to 
the Congrees Eight on this issue is progressive. Aft such, 
it is the duty of the revolutionary proletarian party to 
assist the struggle of the Congress Left against the 
Congress Eight on the following issues : — 

Against a surrender-settlement and to the settlement 
itself when it comes, i. e., No Compromise With Imperia- 
lism 

f 

Against office-acceptance and, in the event of office- 
acceptance (whether in the Provinces or at the Centre), 
For the Immediate Release of ALL Political Prisoners 
and the IMMEDIATE Repeal of All Repressive Legis- 
lation. 

Against co operation in the war effort. 

A struggle by the Congress Left around these issues 
would be service to the anti-imperialist struggle and 
would also strengthen the organised revolutionary forces 
in the country in two ways. On the one hand, the Con- 
gress Left, in struggle against the Eight, would tend to 
look out-wards for aid to, and link itself with, the orga- 
nised revolutionary forces outside as make-weight to its 
own organisational weakness and the overwhelming 
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strength of the Right. On the other hand, since the road 
to open betrayal of the mass movement by Congress is the 
road to self-exposure of its class nature, one outcome of 
such a struggle •would also be the disillusionment of the 
better elements among the Congress Left not merely with 
the Congress Right but with Congress itself. Both these 
outcomes of such a struggle can only serve to strengthen 
the revolutionary forces in the country. 



II 

The task of the Left and their duty. 

However, the struggle of the Congress Left against the 
Congress Right on the above issues is only a part of the 
task that, faces the Congress Left, itself in the present 
circumstances \ even as assistance to the struggle of the 
Congress Left against, the Congress Right is only a part 
of the task that the present political situation poses before 
the revolutionary forces outside Congress. The moves of 
the Congress Right towards a surrender-settlement, with 
British Imperialism are accompanied also by a simultane- 
ous series of moves within Congress itself and outside, 
which, taken -together, constitute a direct political, organi- 
sational and ideological onslaught on the revolutionary 
mass movement in India. What these moves are, and 
their motivation, meaning and significance, we set out 
* 
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below ; as also the tasks they pose before the anti-imperia- 
list forces in the country. It is •necessary, however, to 
state at the very outset that it is just as much the duty 
of all anti-imperialist Left forces in the country, including 
that section of them which is within the Congress fold, to 
unite in action to resist the onslaught, as it is their urgent 
task to resist this onslaught itself. 

Ill 

The Developing Bourgeois Offensive Against The Mass 

Movement 

The August 1942 movement taught the Indian bour- 
geoisie the important lesson that the political consciousness 
of the masses, which the very struggle the bourgeoisie 
had launched in the past has helped to develop, had now 
reached a level that directly imperilled their former 
control of the mass movement through Congross. Whereas 
the previous mass struggles led by Congress had tended 
to overflow the limits set by Congress only in the course 
and at the height of their development, the ’42 struggle 
broke these bounds from the very outset at least in the 
sense of being outrightly violent. What is more, this 
violence was widely sponsored by Left elements within 
the Congress itself. Further, tfie failure especially of the 
working class to come actively into the struggle, largelv 
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because of the pull, away from the movement, of the 
established organisations of the working class, as also the 
opposition of the Kisan Sabha to the movement, brought 
home to the bourgeoisie in a new way the danger to the 
Congress of the existence of independent class organi- 

sations of the workers and peasants. It illustrated, though 
negatively to be sure, that the latent threat of the mass' 
movement developing along lines of the class struggle and, 
therefore, passing out of the control of the bourgeoisie 
was now much more immediate than the past. Had the 
working class organisations in particular, and the Kisan 
Sabhas in lesser measure, come into the ’42 movement, 
there is every possibility that the masses would have 
more clearly impressed the movement with their pwn 
demands and so, tended to have passed more difinitelv out 

of bourgeois control than in the limited sense of being 

violent. In that event the mass movement would probably 
have directed itself not only more resolutely against 
imperialism, ie., fdr its overthrow, but also at an early 
stage against the landlords and the native bourgeoisie ( e.q ., 
land seizures in the countryside and militant strikes in 
the towns). 

From the August ’42 movement, therefore, the bour- 
geoisie have drawn a twofold conclusion. On the one 
hand they have learnt tha necessity to tighten up the 
Congress organisation in the sense of more effectively 
subjecting the rank and file to control from the top (which 
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postulates more direct and its social purpose more obvious 
than that of the Stalinists and Royists. It has therefore 
as much the character of an attack on Marxism as a 
revision of it. It is indeed a bridge from Marxist revi- 
sionism to anti-Marxist Gandhism. 

The contraposition of Gandhism to Marxism is the main 
line of the direct attack on Marxism in India. Gandhism is 
the philosophy of the belated Indian bourgeosie caught in 
the vise of imperialism above and rising revolution below 
in the conditions of general capitalist decline. It exactly.^ 
serves the bourgeois perspective of pressure — politics, ie^ 
the bringing to bear upon imperialism, in order to compel 
it to concessions, of the pressure of the mass movement, 
while at the same time controlling the latter to keep it 
within non-revolutionary bounds. Idealising the past, 
in which it purports to see the mirror of the future, 
Gandhism serves the established social system by denying 
the necessity for social revolution and attributing society's 
evils to the evil nature of man. Basing itself on the creed 
of non-voilence, it protects the established violence of class 
society by denying to the oppressed the use of violence 
against the established system. Denying the class struggle, 
it bases itself on class conciliation, thereby serving the 
exploiters against the exploited. Gandhism is thus the 
very negation of Marxism. The defence of Marxism there- 
fore demands a relentless attack on Gandhism which can 
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indeed be attacked effectively only on the basis of 
Marxism. 

The defence of Marxism, however, demands more than 
a restoration or re-statement of Marxism and an attack 
on txandhism. It demands the re-establishment, the proof 
anew, of Marxism itself. The attack on Marxism in 
India reflects not only Indian conditions but world condi- 
tions. It is part of the attack of world capitalism-imperia- 
lism on the proletarian revolutionary movement and the 
Soviet Worker’s State. This attack has been facilitated 
throughout the world by the bureaucratic degeneration of 
the Soviet Worker’s State, just as it has been facilitated in 
India by the betrayal of the anti-imperialist struggle by 
the Communist Party of India. Dexterously identifying 
Stalinism with Marxism, and the Soviet bureaucracy with 
the Soviet Worker’s State, the counter-revolutionary ideo- 
logues of decadent capitalism advance to the attack on 
Marxism and the Soviet Worker’s State, To this the 
Stalinist apologists have no effective reply, for they them- 
selves make this identification, though, of course, for 
different ends. The only effective reply to this line of 
attack is an honest analysis, in the light of the genuine 
criteria of Marxism, of the Soviet Union, which is a 
degenerate worker’s state This task, as indeed the general 
task of the defence of Marxism against all attacks direct 
and indirect, only Bolshevik-Leninists, Trotskyists, 
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the application of the repressive laws is being relaxed for 
the Right it is being tightened up against the Left. It is 
therefore a matter of life and death for the anti-imperialist 
left to fight for the immediate release of all political 
prisoners and for the immediate repeal of ail repressive 
legislation. For the struggle on these issues too they can 
and must unite right now and not only after a Raj- 
Congress settlement. 

Secondly, the anti-imperialist left is today faced with 
the necessity of a fight for the very defence of revolutionary 
methods and perspectives of struggle. The bourgeoisie 
have launched a terrific political and ideological offensive 
against the very idea of revolution and revolutionary 
methods. This has taken the form, politically, of the 
advancement again to the forefront of a refurbished version 
of Gandhi’s “Constructive Program”, and ideologically of 
a general resuscitation and miliiant propagation of 
Gandhism ns an alternative to revolutionary socialism, i.e., 
Marxism. 

It is material to note that the “Constructive Program” 
is not advanced by Congress to day as a means to reviving 
the revolutionary mass struggle for independence. On the 
contrary, it is put forward as an alternative road to free- 
dom, a substitute for the revolutionary mass struggle. 
Therein lies its saboteur character and its reactionary 
content. Revolution is the only way to overthrow imperia- 
lism, and overthrow is itself the only means to end 
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imperialism. To substitute for this the perspective of 
bringing about a voluntary devolution of power through 
a change of heart of the oppressor induced by the self- 
flagellation of the opperessed is to substitute utopia for 
reality, and therefore to strengthen imperialism. The 
“Constructive Program” has to be fought, not merely on 
ground of its insufficiency, but much more on the ground 
of its falsity, i.e. t of its abandonment of and self-substitu- 
tion for the revolutionary mass struggle. 

The “Constructive Program" sustains itself on the 
reactionary Gandhian philosophy of non-violence and class 
collaboration. It is impossible to fight against the pro- 
gram without fighting against the ideology in which it is 
rooted. Non-violence, in a society based on violence, 
constitutes self-adaptation to violence and not opposition 
to it. Class collaboration, in a society based on class 
exploitation, constitutes self-subordination of the exploited 
to their exploiters. Non-violence and class-coljaboration 
in an imperialist-dominated India therefore constitute 
self-adaptation and self-subordination to imperialist domi- 
nation and exploitation, not struggle for their overthrow. 
Gandhism is becoming the spear-head of the bourgeois- 
imperialist offensive against the revolutionary movement 
in India. 
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split has taken place bat, on the contrary, an apparent draw- 
ing together, this drawing together has been on the basis of 
self-adaptation to the enemy and not of struggle against 
it. Thus, at the last Trade Union Congress session, all 
groups of the bureaucratic tops came together on the 
common political basis of support for a “National Govern- 
ment”. Since this is to be within the imperialist structure, 
it is plain that it can mean only a government of the united 
native exploiters in alliance with and in the service of 
foreign imperialism against the masses. Only the Stalinists, 
because the present organisational moves of Congress 

y threaten them with envelopment and isolation, have taken 
alarm. But their call poses the question falsely as one 
of unity of the mass organisations of the anti-imperialist 
classes and not of their class independence. These agents 
of imperialism and would — be agents of the native bour- 
geoisie within the working class cannot by their very 
nature either pose the question correctly or conduct a con- 
sistent struggle against the bourgeoisie, even when their 
own bureaucratic interests are threatened. They cannot 
lead the workers ; they can only mislead them. 

The task of the defence of these organisations against 
the bourgeois offensive, therefore, devolves exclusively 
upon genuine fighters against imperialism in India, whose 
elementary duty such a task anyhow is. But their forces 
are weak numerically and organisationally, both relatively 
(to their.opponents) and absolutely (in relation to their 
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tasks). Only by agreement among themselves for united 
and co-ordinated action, together, and with the militants 
in the trade union and kisan movements, can they carry 
on an effective struggle against the bourgeois offensive. 



Y 

Against The Gandhian Constructive Program: For The 
Revolutionary Mass Struggle 

The need for the anti-imperialist Left to unite in a 
common front does not arise, however, only or even mainly 
from the need to defend the independent class organisations 
of the proletariat and peasantry. It has a deeper root and 
a wider basis. It derives from the very needs of the anti- 
imperialist struggle, i.e t , the struggle against imperialism 
and the imperialist war. For, with the defeat of the 
August struggle and the rapprochement between the Con- 
gress and the Raj, the task of the hour in India is the 
defence of the revolutionary mass movement generally and 
of the anti-imperialist Left itself against the developing 
offensive of the growing bourgeois-imperialist alliance. 

In the first place, the impending Raj-Congress settle- 
ment is coming at the expense not only of the masses 
generally but of the anti-imperialist Left in particular. 
While the collaborationists are being released the revolu- 
tionary-minded militants are being rounded up.^ While 
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canp consistently and effectively perform today. Tor 
Trotskyism is contemporary Marxism, the heir and con- 
tin uator of Bolshevism in the era of proletarian revolution 
and revolutionary wars. Consequently, the defence of 
Marxism demands the militant propaganda of Trotskyism. 
Upon the BLPr, the organised expression of the Trotskyist 
movement m India, falls the responsibility of rising to the 
stature of this task. 

Bureau of the Central Committee, 

Bolshevik Leninist Party of India 
Section of the Fourth International. 



20th May, 1945. 




Printed at Modern Press, Mysore. 
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THE SABOTEUR STRATEGY OF THE 
CONSTRUCTIVE PROGRAMME 



It is not generally recognised how clearly Gandhi 
epitomises the backwardness of India. Nor is it at all 
conceded how shrewdly he exploits that backwardness. 
Notwithstanding 23 years of cob-weaving around it* the 
Constructive Program satisfactorily demonstrates this 
relationship. Our analysis will bring it out more sharply. 

THE PROGRAMME IN A NUT-SHELL 

The centre of the Constructive Program, says Gandhi* is 
“always the charkha around which all activities revolve.” 
Inasmuch as politics is in the final analysis governed by 
economics, Gandhi is undoubtedly correct. The charkha 
is the centre of the Constructive Program because the 
charkha ( in conjunction with all other implements iu the 
primitive wooden family ) constitutes, together with the 
land and the cow, the main means of production in 
Gandhism society. Charkha economics determines charkha 
politics. Hence “all other activities revolve around it.” 
We, however, are reluctant to leave tilings at that. We 
perceive certain inconsistencies in the way in which 
charkha politics has been formulated. We suspect that 
this brand of politics lias not been entirely spun on the 
charkha ; that better spindles and more powerful looms 
have had something to do with its creation. While, 
therefore, we accept that the charkha forms the basis of 
: j?tructivc Program, we must pick out two other 

features of this program ( Communal Goodwill and Social 
Service ) which wo regard as only of slightly less impor- 
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The program, however, has deep-going political implica- 
tions. In the first place, it represents a carefully camou- 
flaged endeavour to distract the attention of the middle 

and lower strata of the peasantry from the lands of the 
zamindar and rich peasant. This is a preliminary indi- 
cation of its bourgeois counter-revolutionary character. 
In the epoch of capitalist ascendancy the necessity to 
unify and expand the internal market, as well as to release 
the productive forces from the feudal productive relations 
which fettered them, drove the bourgeoisie to liberate the 
peasants from the land-lords and thus to Convert both 
hind and labour into marketable commodities. Today, in 
the epoch of imperialism, the epoch of capitalist decline, 
the bourgeoisie can no longer play this liberationist role. 
Capital and land, capitalist and landlord* are too closely 
intertwined for either to entertain homicidal intentions in 
regard to the other. The Indian bourgeoisie will not 
interfere with property relations on the land. The Indian 
peasant must not be encouraged to covet his landlord’s 
land. If he does not have sufficient land to dig even a 
miserable existence from, he must be taught, to look else- 
where for succour. And there, for the bourgeoisie, begins 
the messianic role of the Mahatma and his charkha. 

But the charkha and gram udyog program plays a more 
positive role in the service of the bourgeoisie. <§ Khadi M 
savs the Mahatma in his pamphlet on the Constructive 
Program, “means a wholesale swadeabi mentality, a 
determination to find all the necessaries of life in India.” 
The charkha is thus the political emblem of the Indian 
bourgeoisie in the same sense that the hammer is the 
emblem of the working class and the sickle that, of the 
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peasantry* Small wonder that it is so boldly emblazoned 
on the bourgeois “national” flag ! The charkha and gram 
ndyog program is a powerful political weapon in the 
economic struggle of the Indian bourgeoisie against impe- 
rialism. It is a substitute for tho dangerous and incalcu- 
lable method of the mass struggle. It established the 
native bourgeoisie on its feet especially after the boycott 
campaign of tho early twenties. Can anyone wonder, that 
despite the ) early out-turn of hundreds of thousands of 
yards of the iinest spun cloth in their own mills, the 
textile mill-owning millionaires are the most habitual 
wearers of the coarsest khadi ? We will not of course 
meution that those devotees of the charkha have even 
takon to the production of “khadi” in their mills ! 

What Gandhi calls the centre of his Constructive Program 
( the little wooden machine that spins his webs for the 
imperialists, his sophistries for the intelligentsia and his 
clap-trap for the masses ) is none other than the centre of 
the bourgeois struggle for control over the internal 
market and the mass movement : a treacherous, reactionary 
and utopian device to frustrate a imudamental mass urge 
in the guise of pandering to it. That urge is the urge of 
the peasantry to overthrow existing property relations on 
the kind as a means to emancipating themselves from the 
choking tyranny of the world market. 

Communal Goodwill 

Toe masses cannot wait until the Mahatma constructs his 
pattern of freedom for them on his charkha. Freedom, 
for them, is neithor a mere slogan nor a desirable ideal. 
Freedom, for them, is an imperative necessity — to do 
away as speedily as possible with all forms of exaction, 
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exploitation and tyranny. While the charkha spun on* 
the cauldron of mass revolt was on the boil. 

The communal problem is in essence an expression of this 
phenomenon. Its very virulence is an index to the turbu- 
lence of mass discontent. Its distorted appearance does 
not negate the fact that, at root, it is an expression of the 
class struggle. 

The land -owning upper classes ot India and the more 
subservient section of the native bourgeoisie had no reason 
to conceal their alarm at the depth and power of the mass 
movement which the nationalist bourgeoisie attempted to 
harness to their class needs. The Muslim upper classes in 
particular ( they were more parasitical in proportion as 
they lacked a big industrial bourgeoisie ) feared the accu- 
mulating wrath of the Muslim peasantry in the country- 
side and the vast mass of unemployed and under-employed 
petty bourgeoisie in the towns. The powers and privi- 
leges they derived from their alliance with British Impe- 
rialism were, moreover, endangered by the political 
aspirations of the nationalist bourgeoisie. It was necess- 
ary to attack the mass movement — for an attack on the 
mass movement would not only disorient the masses but 
would equally weaken the only sanction of the bourgeoisie 
against imperialism. That attack took th$ form of 
Muslim communal ism, drugged with separatist demands, 
and delivered through the intellectual medium of the job- 
hunting Muslim intelligentsia. 

Muslim communaiism was in fact the solution of the 
Muslim upper classes to the sharpening class antagonisms 
of Indian society. In form it was a piercing flank attack 





hundred# and thousands to receive his dharshan* It 
mattered little to the illiterate Muslim masses that the 
sadhu was able to recite the Koran or quote from the 
Bible. That sort of dope they could get in higher quality 
and greater quantity within their own mosquos. 

Himself responsible to a certain extent for the strength- 
ening Muslim communalism, the Mahatma aspires to solve 
by religious methods what is in essence an expression of 
the class struggle and in form a political counter-attack. 
His method is that of “unbreakable heart unity*” The 
communal problem to him is not a strategical problem in 
the setting of the anti-imperialist campaign It is not an 
imperialist counter-attack on the mass move ment. It is 
a personal problem. The hearts of both Hindus and 
Muslims are somehow not in the right place They have 
first to set their hearts right so that there may no more 
be “Hindu water or Muslim tea/’ 

As always, the religious formulation conceals a political 
manoeuvre. The endeavour is to find an agreed formula 
between the landlords and princes of the Muslim League 
and the industrial bourgeoisie of the Congress — -a formula 
which will divide the spoils of office under imperialist 
patronage and thus present a unite 1 front of the exploi- 
ters, in control of the armed resources of the State, 
against the accumulating forces of mass revolt below. 
One failure, or two, to win the Qaid-e-A/am does not 
discourage the Mahatma. While the masses keep strain- 
ing to get their hearts into place he is at least certain 
that real unity will be prevented-— unity of the misses 
against their exploiters along the lines of the class 
struggle. 
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Social Service 

Neither the charka .non oeuvre of Gandhi, nor the com- 
munal manoeuvre of imperialism ean halt for one single 

the proco,i * of th « class struggle. And though 
the Mahatma may refuse to recognise the class struggle 
the class struggle never fails to recognise the Mahatma. 
Kind and sensitive man that he is, he cannot ignore that 
recognition. He winks back at it, in the form of social 
serv.ee. Social service is Gandhi’s answer to the class 
struggle. He continually warns against “violent and 
°" < y revo,ufc ion.” He preaches ( to the poor masses, to 
be wire I ) “voluntary abdication of riches and the power 
that riches give.” Meantime he advises the masses to live 
at peace with their masters, i.e., to collaborate with their 
exploiters. To help the masses to accept his advice he has 
his program of social service, 

Me are not here concerned with the motivation of huma- 
nitarian social service. The Mahatma's heart may be 
as bottomless as the caverns of hell— in its sympathy for 
the poor. We arc here concerned to demonstrate t,l.e 
reactionary social orientation of humauitarianism itself. 
Inasmuch as the class struggle is fundamental to class- 
society and ineradicable within it, the attempt to mode- 
rate its harshness on the exploited classes, and by these 
means to distract their attention from it, is not only futile 
but is to enter into the service of the exploiters them- 
selves. If Gandhist society is the same thing as the 
egalitarian society, the social objective must be not to 
subject the masses to less exploitation, but to free them 
from exploitation altogether. The latter is certainly not 
the object of the Mahatma. He thereby demonstrates 





how completely he is in the service of the bourgeoisie. 
Sweet faces and angel graces are not boyond “riches and 
the power that riches give.” • 

ROLE OF NON-VIOLENCE 

One feature in common all throe principles of the Cons- 
tructive Program contain : in the guise of serving a 
fundamental urge of the masses, each of them seeks to 
frustrate it. The oliarkha pretends to servo the desire 
of the peasantry to emancipate themselves from the 
world market but fastens over them the strangle-hold 
of the native bourgeoisie and ultimately, of the very 
world market they were seeking to avoid. Communal 
heart unity pretends to lay down the basis for a united » 
offensive of the masses against British imperialism, where- 
as in reality it deflects the masses away from the 
anti-imperialist struggle and fastens the death-grip ol 
imperialism over them. Social service aspires to elevate 
the economic and cultural level of the masses but in 
reality perpetuates the system of semi-feudal exploitation 
that holds them down. This common feature is not 
directly attributable to deliberate deceit on the part of 
the Mahatma. We do not know, nor do we care, whether 
even indirectly it is so. What is pertinent is that the 
manifest contradiction between object and result springs 
from the singlo unifying factor in the whole distraught 
philosophy of Gandhism - non violence For, says the 
much' himself, “the eonstruptive program may otherwise 
and more fittingly be called construction of Puma Swaraj 
or Complete Independence by truthful and non-violent 
meant*” The Constructive Program is the non-violent 
road to swaraj. The basic unifying force of the wholo 





12 



Constructive Program* as of the whole theory and practice 
of Gandhism, is non-violence. 

i 

Force or violence is the final sanction of law. The im- 
perialist state is organised violence. To overthrow the 
imperialist state is to eouuterpose to its own violence a 
superior violence. This superior violence can only come 
from the intervention of a foreign state or by the inter- 
vention of the masses on the political arena. Revolution 
is the method of the defeat of the violence of the state 
by the superior violence of the masses. Truly does .the 
Mahatma characterise revolution as “violent and bloody.” 

Non-violence is defined by the Mahatma as “a process 
of conversion.’* In other words, non-violence is concerned 
with the individual, not with the system. To the vio- 
lence of the imperialist state ( the Mahatma once called 
it “leonine” ) non-violence replies with moral pressure 
on the state official. It tries to “change the heart” of 
the state official, i.e., to move him to pity, and thence to 
understanding, by self-suffering. Thus, non-violence 
does not challenge the authority of the imperialist state, 
but seeks to change its manifestations. By denying the 
right of the masses to counterpose their own violence to 
the violence of the state ( the final sanction of all laws ), 
non-violence subordinates the masses to the authority 
( i.e., violence ) of the imperialist state. The method of 
non-violence ( apart from its political content ) is at best 
reformist , not revolutionary. That is to say, it operates 
entirety within the imperialist system. Whatever the 
phraseology of its advocates, non-violence cannot seek to 
overthrow the imperialist system. 





15 



the Constructive Program seeks also to sabotage the 
mass struggle from within, to destroy the existing class 
organisations of the masses. The Constructive Program 
has, therefore, recently been extended. Separate pro- 
grams have been prescribed for workers, for kisans and 
lor students, so that each of them rnay contribute to the 
* construction of swaraj”. it is not nocessary here to 
deal with these in detail. Suffice it to say that “cons- 
truction of swaraj” means today, in 1U45, for the 
Mahatma, 

(a) the tl e«t ruction of the class independence of the trade 
unions, through the “construction” of rival company 
unions ( as at Ahmedabad ) and the onticement of 
functioning unions away from' the Trade Union 
Congress into the openly class-collaborationist Hin- 
dustan Mazdoor Sevak Sangh. 

(b) tl»c smashing of the class independence of the kisan 
sabhas through the “construction” of a Kisan Con- 

* gress, dominated and controlled by the National 
Congress, i.o., under the kindly patronage of the 
wpper classes, both bourgeois and landlord. 

(e) an ideological offensive against Marxism under cover 
ol a drive against Stalinism, and the reduction of 
studen^ organisations to ideological servility to the 
bourgeoisie through the “construction” of a Students’ 
Congress which will "keep all polities out”— except 
(land hian superstition and utopian reti valium. 

More immediately, the Constructive Program is designed 
to prepare the ground for the coming surrender-sottleinent 
with British Imperialism. It is not the first occasion 





on wh.cl. the Mahatma fled precipitate before a, mas* 
O t naive- on the imperialist state, to bury himself osten- 
«'!>!> in social: uplift and; religious regeneration. At least 
one previous pubhc^perlormance’has history been afforded 
of this identicabstage-trick. - Especially after the calling 
o ol the struggle ol the earlier thirties did the Mahatma 

rri to f r* h from the ««* ^ ^ 

pretext ol devoting himself entirely to the cause of the 

AT • ,Un . S ' . * at h ° ac(iHal, ) r achieved every Indian in his 
teens already knows : the thwarting of the mass struggle 
and the preparation, step by step, of the Congress for 
eventual cpqjy-servico in behalf of British Imperialism. 

The objective is no different on this occasion. While the 

tas, B.rlas and kasturbhais employ the aid of imperial- 
*t cap.ta! and technique in the more intensive exploitation 
of the masses, while the Munshis and the Rajagopal- 
achariars employ the imperialist police to shoot down 
striking workers and bludgeon rebellious peasants, and 
»row militant fighters against imperialism into imperial- 

£ r * With , fc , he he,p ° f tho Penal code, the 

Mahatma will be pacifying the masses and shepherding 
them along the “constructive” road to swaraj-buildi,,- 
swaraj within the imperialist system ! The vision is 

almost idyllic. The reality reeks of rank insidious 
treachery. 



Tin- Constructive Program aims to sabotage the anti 
imperialist mass struggle now and for good. 
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fcance. Those latter help us to decipher the real character 
of clmrkha politics. The other items in the Thirteen 
Point Program are not of much significance-prohibition, 
scavenging, kindergarten literacy, chivalry towards womon 
and rashtra bhasha. These are the personal virtues we 
are adjured to cultivate. We aro not much enamoured of 
them. We think more satisfying canons of conduct are 
still available for .is in the good old homilies of Socrates, 
the Buddha, Confucius and Christ 

Giarkha and Gram Udyog 

It is not possible to foist a program on the masses which 
does not in some way assuage a. fundamental mass urge. 
If, therefore, the peasantry of our country have in the 
past extended a welcome to the Constructive Program, 
the explanation of this must lie found in their conditions 
of exisfconco, 

British Imperialism has not only destroyed the balance, 
of their little village economic structures anti subjected 
them to cruel exploitation through rent-exaction and 
direct and indirect taxation. It has dragged the peasantry 
into the coils of the world market and subordinated them 
to its vicissitudes. Driving his primitive plough on his 
shrinking strip of land, the Indian peasant comes directly 
up against all the mechanised efficiency ot the foreign 
capitalist farm, fits prices are governed by world P^oes. 
This not only depresses his standard of living, bat makes 
it fluctuate as wildly as a seismograph in an earthquake. 

It is on this predicament of the peasantry that Gandhi 
has closed in witli his charkha and gram udyog program. 
He seeks to eounterpose once moro the self-sufficient pro- 
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ducfcivo frame-work of fcho ancient* village community to 
the all-pervasiveness of the world economy. He seeks to 
balance the instability of primitive agricultural production 
with the wooden prop of the eharkha and other village 
handicraft. 

Unfortunately, it is not imperialism alone that subordi- 
nates peasant production to the needs of the world market. 
Native machine industry has stepped in to consolidate the 
process, it is true that the native bourgeoisie aspire to 
shield themselves behind a hip tariff wall. But that is 
essentially a shield— a device to ward off the unfavourable 
repercussions of production for the world market, burtber* 
more, it is not imperialism alone that exploits the 
peasantry. The native bourgeoisie have long ago matured 
in that act of ravishment. The internal market (i e. largely 
the peasant consumer-population) is a great source of hope 
for the Tatas, Birlas, Kasturbhais and their kin— 
especially when relieved from the embarassment of world 
competition. The ofaarkha and the gram udyog imme- 
diately rush up against the electric power-looms of 
Ahrnedabad and the giant blast-furnaces of Tatanagar. 
In such an encounter there can be no doubt ou whose 
side the odds lie. 

Thus not only is the eharkha and gram udyog program 
reactionary in its aspiration to resuscitate the primitive 
village community with its mediaeval standards of life. 
It is sterile in that it sets out to match primitive handi- 
craft with machine industry in conditions of capitalist 
competition. It possesses the rare distinction of being 
both reactionary and utopian. 
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The strategy of reformism is pressure strategy. Violence, 
or overthrow strategy, is the strategy of revolution. 
Whether for pressure or for overthrow the mass struggle 
is necessary. But should the mass struggle develop along 
violent lines ( i.e., should it direct itself towards the over- 
throw of the state ), the collapse of the imperialist state 
will be accompanied by the collapse of the property forms 
it maintained- the native bourgeoisie being too weak to 
maintain their property either against imperialism or 
against the masses. The mass struggle must, therefore, 
be forced into the siraightjacket of non-violence, so that 
bourgeois property bo maintained. Herein lies the basic 
contradiction, the double-faced character of non-violence. 
It is clothed with revolutionary phraseology and purparts 
to save the masses from imperialism. But it actually 
serves counter-revolutionary purposes, for it dams and 
deflects the mass struggle, and saves imperialism from 
the nmsaes. 



SABOTEUR STRATEGY 

The mass struggle that began m August, 12, despite 
Dearly a quarts-i' of a ecutury of preaching on the part 
of the Mahatma, was openly and quite unashamedly a 
violent struggle. The masses, at the very outset of the 
struggle, sloughed off the straightjaclcet of non-violence 
in which the bourgeoisie had sought to imprison them. 
They thereby demonstrated to the world the scant esteem 
in which non-violence was held by them. That was thoir 
way of asserting that their road to the overthrow of the 
imperialist state was the road of violence, of class stro- 
ggle, of revolution. 
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Who need wonder at the panic of tlm native tem-gemme 
who quite early deserted the straggle and attempt^ to 
stop it, and of the Mahatma who today denounces it and 
disclaims all responsibility for it? Never agam will 

they attempt to use the mass struggle to browbeat mi- 

periaHsm — not if tl.ey can Mp Mahatma, 

therefore, puts forward his Constructive Program not as 
a preparation for civil disobedience, but "as an altcrnn- 
nativt road to swaroj' * So important is this “a Mamj 
tive road”, thftt he threatened to fast if his disciples > 
not accept it. So important is it, that behind its immense 

fire-power has teen also brought up the heavy artillery 
of the Its. H crores Kasturba Fund ( more social ser- 
vice 1 )• To sabotage the revolutionary mass movement 
from without by forcing on it once again the straiglit- 
jacket of non-violence which it had decisively rejected- 
tbat is the strategy of the Constructive Program. 

But the straigbtjneket will stay on only so long M the 
masses do not enter the arena of direct struggle. Hence 



. There «e those who »y they have, accepted the Constructive Program 
t) , caus ,. they regard it as the sole means ( within prevalent conditions 
„nmp«ialJ repression) of restoring the hrutal.y ^Uered mora.e o 
,hc masses and thus of preparing for the next wave ot maw struggle U 
U noTtoTustopomtoul that to enle.tain this bchef * to doubt the 
veracity of a leader who proclaims truth as his most important weapon 
aJlin l imperialism. The Mahato a has capl.citly repud.ated even the 

El o! , It is not merely that we believe him here I. :U impossi- 
ble for us to conceive how an overtly anti-.trugelo program, ^ 

W reactionary in content, can either revive t 
masses frustrated in open struggle, or prepare them to the muggle. of 
Te fa ure The task of reviving the masses for further struggle u. the 
tv of leading them along the road of their limited and most .mmedtate 
demands and thus of helping them in the consolidation of their ran s, • 
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